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DETAILED ACTION 

This is in response to the amendment filed on June 15 th 2009. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-3, 5-9, 11-14, 16 and 22-24 are pending. 

Claims 1-3, 5-9, 11-14, 16 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/1 5/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2. Applicant argues that a combination of the cited art does not teach "sending the 
alert packet to the destination address" (of the management server), "the alert packet 
includes the received requested IP address ..." (pg. 9). It is noted that applicant is 
arguing the term "includes" but the claims have been amended to recite "comprises". 
Since these terms having similar meaning this is not fatal to applicant's argument. 
Nonetheless, applicant's arguments are not persuasive. Applicant refers to several 
paragraphs of Hanson and concludes that Hanson does not teach the remote 
management processor sending a packet to the management server but rather that the 
IP address is sent directly from the DHCP server to the management server (pg. 9-1 1 ). 
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It is respectfully submitted that applicant is misconstruing the reference. Hanson 
explicitly discloses (paragraph 287) that "Mobile End System 104 and Mobility 
Management Server 102 take advantage of the automatic configuration functionality of 
DHCP, and coordinate together to ensure that the Mobility Management Server 
recognizes the Mobile End System's "new" network address". It is clear from this 
sentence that the end system (remote management processor) and the management 
server are talking together, not the DHCP and management server as suggested by 
applicant. The listeners referenced by applicant (pg. 10-1 1) and disclosed by Hanson 
(paragraph 289) clearly refer to "a Mobile End System listener", not a management 
server listener as suggested by applicant. Therefore, Hanson discloses sending an 
alert packet to the management server as recited by the claims. 

Applicant does not mention the new limitation "comprises a shelf life". This 
limitation is disclosed by Hanson (paragraph 286) as discussed in the rejection below. 

3. Applicant also argues that a combination of the art does not disclose the new 
claims (pg. 11-12). This is not persuasive because no reasoning is given. Examiner 
appreciates the reference to the specification supporting the new claims. The portions 
of the specification referenced have been reviewed and the claims do not present new 
matter. However, the new claims are properly rejected below under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 23 recites the limitation "the DHCP server" in line one. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The IP issuing 
computer of claim 1 may use DHCP but it is not clear that it is a DHCP server. Please 
use consistent language. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7-9, 11-14, 16 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hanson et al. US 2003/012081 1 A1 in view of Doherty et al. 
US 2003/0018763 A1. 



Regarding claim 1, Hanson discloses "providing an internet protocol (IP) 
address" as using a DHCP server to provide clients with a network address (paragraph 
286), "configuring an IP address issuing computer to include a plurality of IP addresses 
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... to be assigned to at least one remote management processor which is coupled to a 
remote hardware server" as a DHCP server that issues IP address to clients 
(management processor) which are connected to a remote management system (Fig. 1 , 
paragraphs 286-287). Examiner searched for a definition of "management processor" in 
the specification only to find a brief description of it in the background section (pg. 1). 
Since the client disclosed by Hanson contains a processor that is coupled to a 
management server, the client disclosed by Hanson is a reasonable interpretation of the 
term "management processor". Hanson also discloses "Option data comprises an IP 
address of a management server" as configuration information that allows a client to 
connect to a management server (paragraph 287), "hardware resources" as the 
computer system described would necessarily contain hardware (Fig. 1); 

"sending a request from the ... processor to the IP address issuing computer" as 
sending a DHCP request (paragraph 286); 

"in response to the request, receiving from the IP issuing computer ... the 
requested IP address" as receiving an available address (paragraph 286), "and the 
Option data" as configuration information (paragraph 287); and 

"in response to the detecting of the Option data, automatically sending the alert 
packet ... such that the alert packet comprises the received requested IP address" as 
the end system and the management server coordinate together to ensure the server is 
aware of the issued IP address (paragraphs 287-288). 



Hanson does not explicitly teach, 
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"in response to receiving the acknowledgment ... storing in the remote 
management processor, as a destination address for sending an alert packet, the 
received IP address of the management server" however this is taught by Doherty as 
receiving a file from the DHCP containing multiple destination addresses including the 
management server's address (paragraph 6). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to store the information received from 
the DHCP server for future use. Hanson teaches this information allows communication 
(paragraph 287) but does not explicitly teach what is included or that it is stored. 
Doherty is cited for showing the DHCP interaction in more detail and thus the 
combination is merely following the DHCP RFC which outlines the complete protocol. 

The combination of Hanson and Doherty does not explicitly disclose "the alert 
packet further comprises a shelf life of the received requested IP address" however 
Hanson does teach (paragraph 286) that the received IP address has a lease duration 
(i.e. shelf life) and that the end system informs the management server of the received 
IP address (paragraph 287). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to inform the management server of the lease duration as 
well. The purpose of the management server is to manage the remote system. Once 
the IP address expires the management server will no longer be able to contact the 
remote system directly. Thus, it would have been obvious to inform the management 
system of the IP address' lifetime for the purpose of managing. 
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Regarding claim 2, Hanson discloses "the management server stores information 
... includes the IP address assigned to the at least one remote management processor" 
as a management server recognizing the end system's (processor) network address 
(paragraph 287), and "a shelf life of the assigned IP address" as the address is 
assigned for a specific period (lease duration) this is equivalent to a shelf life (paragraph 
286). 

Regarding claim 3, Hanson discloses "the IP address issuing computer is a 
DHCP server" (paragraph 286). Hanson does not explicitly disclose "the management 
server is running a management server software package to manage the at least one 
remote management processor" however this is taught by Doherty as a management 
server that has software for managing client requests (paragraphs 39-42). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine Hanson with the management software of Doherty for the purpose of 
managing. Hanson teaches a management server, the addition of management 
software is merely the combination of known elements according to their established 
function that yields a predictable result. 

Regarding claim 5, Hanson discloses "sending of the request ... is automatically 
prompted by ... being powered on" as sending a request at boot time (paragraph 286). 
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Regarding claims 7-9 and 1 1 , they are system claims that correspond to the 
method of claims 1-3 and 5 respectively. Therefore they are rejected for similar 
reasons. 

Regarding claims 12-14 and 16, they are medium claims that correspond to the 
method of claims 1-3 and 5 respectively. Therefore they are rejected for similar 
reasons. 

Regarding claim 22, it is a method claim that corresponds to claim 1 , therefore it 
is rejected for similar reasons. 

Regarding claim 23, Hanson discloses "identifying which IP addresses the DHCP 
server is authorized to assign" as the DHCP server has a pool of available addresses 
(paragraph 286). 

Regarding claim 24, Hanson does not explicitly disclose "alert packet is 
transmitted from said at least one remote processor without ... an operating system" 
however this would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention. Protocols such as BOOTP and DHCP allow a dummy terminal to 
received an IP address and boot from a network. These protocols are well known in the 
art. Thus, this is merely the combination of known elements according to their 
established function in order to yield a predictable result. 
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3. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hanson 
and Doherty as applied to claims 1-5 above, and further in view of Giglio et al. US 
2004/0039821 A1. 

Regarding claim 6, Hanson and Doherty do not explicitly disclose "an 
administrator of the management server defines the Option data" however this is taught 
by Giglio as manual configuration of network information (paragraph 7). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to manually 
configure certain network information as taught by Giglio for the purpose of setting up a 
network. Manual configuration is well known in the art and yields predictable results. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Anderson et al. US 2003/0163584 A1 discloses a manager monitoring the time to 
expire for an IP address (paragraph 12). 

Waters US 2002/0052876 A1 discloses a management server and a method for 
managing IP addresses (abstract). 
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5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JASON RECEK whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1975. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571) 272-3868. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Andrew Caldwell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2442 

/Jason Recek/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2442 
(571)270-1975 



